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APPENDIX A.
A   MODERN  HYPOTHESIS  ANALYSED.
(The Moral Character of Walsingham's daughter and heiress).
In the " Life of Sir Philip Sidney" 1915, p, 295, after observing, " we may wish we knew
more o£ the character of his wife and of her relation to Sir Philip, but there is no reason what-
ever for supposing that their marriage was not as truly a successful one as we could wish it
to have been," Professor M. W. Wallace advances in a footnote a hypothesis which, if true,
would not only have prevented a successful marriage with Sidney but would have made it
unlikely that Walsingham's daughter would have been sought as a wife by any Elizabethan
courtier:
" In the Domestic State Papers of Elizabeth's reign (Vol. CLVIII) under the year 1583
is a document tentatively assigned to the month of February. It is a petition of a certain
John Wickerson addressed to Walsingham. The petitioner has been a prisoner in the
Marshalsea for two years by his commitment for his rash contract of matrimony with Mistress
Frances which to relinquish would be a perpetual scruple and worm in conscience and
hazard of body and soul. He solicits Walsingham's consent and good will to the perform-
ance of the said contract; otherwise they must live in adultery and a scornful spectacle and
a mocking stock to the world.1 Walsingham has endorsed the petition: ' Desires to be
enlarged after his long imprisonment and that I would not any longer continue my dislike
of his contract with Mrs. Frances.' The document is very perplexing. It certainly seems
to refer to Frances Walsingham. With whom else would Walsingham's dislike of Wicker-
son's contract of matrimony be so strong that he would imprison the would-be husband
for two years? "
There ensue conjectures on the age of Sidney's wife. Accepting as her portrait one
erroneously shown as hers at Penshurst, said by Professor Wallace to be dated " 1590 Act 40,"
(the year on the picture actually is " 1589 ") he suggests 1550 as her birth year, and that she
" may have been a daughter of Walsingham's first wife by whom he is said to have had
no children. . . . Mary, another of Walsingham's daughters, married Christopher Carleill,
the famous navigator, a son of Walsingham's first wife by a previous marriage, and she was
living in 1609."
Mary was never married. She died aged not quite six; her burial, " Marie daughter of
Sir Francis Walsingham," is recorded in the Barnes Parish Register for June, 1579. Frances
was the second child of a marriage which took place in 1566; and the year of her birth need
never have been a mystery. As she was heir to her parents, the place to look is in the
Inquisitions Post Mortem of Sir Francis and Lady Walsingham, Professor Wallace's date 1550
would make her four years older than Sir Philip Sidney. But—as the Inquisition show-
she was fourteen years younger than Sidney.
To " live in adultery " was an extremely serious charge in those days: " As chastity is
*No quotation marks given by Professor Wallace, so the reader cannot tell which are Wickerson's
own words.

